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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

El Box No. I Basis of the opinion 
E Box No. II Priority 

□ Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
S Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention 

SI Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43b7s.1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

□ Box No. VI Certain documents cited 

□ Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 

□ Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority (^PEA"). However, this does not apply where 
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the I PEA and the chosen I PEA has notifed the 
International Bureau under Rule 66.167s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. 

if this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the I PEA, the applicant is invited to 
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of three 
months from the date of mailing of Form PCT/ISA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 
whichever expires later. 

For further options, see Form PCT/ISA£20. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/ISA/220. 
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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was field, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide ancfor amino acid sequenc%,disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In. addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing ancLbr table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 

1. IS The following document has not been furnished: 

S copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43£>/s.1 and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43b/s.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43Ws.1 and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Additional observations, if necessary: 



Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention 

1 . H In response to the invitation (Form PCT/ISA£06) to pay additional fees, the applicant has: 

S paid additional fees. 

□ paid additional fees under protest. 

□ not paid additional fees. 

2. □ This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose not to invite 

the applicant to pay additional fees. 

3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in.accordance with Rule 13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 is 
SI complied with 

□ not complied with for the following reasons: 

4. Consequently, this report has been established in respect of the following parts of the international application: 
El all parts. 

□ the parts relating to claims Nos. 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43Ws.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


1-15,25 


Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 


«■*■¥■ 




No: 


Claims 


1-15,18,21,25,28,31,35,36 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-36 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Re item IV. 

t^hZi ^ ° f ' n u ent '° n f ° r *" ° r m0re groups of inventions is only if there is a 

2 2 2 fT 9 th0S6 inV6nti0nS inv0h " n9 one or more of the sa ™ or corresponding special 
taohm* features (Rule 132 PCT). The expression specie, technical features shall mean those featSnes 
that define a contnbut.cn which each of the claimed inventions considered as a who.e, mie?ov^rior 

Examining the possible correspondence by technical effect, one finds mat- 
he ZSSZ !ft e °; °I ? ^ inVenti ° n iS 10 C ° rreCt the exposure in a noniinear ^nsity space- 

SculaSn mS ° f *" ^ inVent ''° n * 3 * * ° f featUreS * ^ a " teava -™*" error 
eSnoTetof^l^ T ^ " ** ^ h COmmon the ^ject-matter of 

This appears to show lack of corresponding technical effect. Consequently, their solutions defined bv th» 

SST 1 fe f r es ^ ( allow for a — to be establSed tLZTZ 
which would form a linking single general inventive concept (Rule 1 3 1 PCT) 

5^?!^?^-^^'* b6tWe6n ^ SUb j ect - matter «* *» 3 groups of claims required by Ru.e 
13.2 PCT ,s lackmg, and the requirement of unity of invention referred to in Rule 1 3.1 PCT is not fuSed 



Re Item V. 



The following document is referred to in this communication 
D1 



D2: 
D3. 
D4: 



EP 1 056 272 A (EASTMAN KODAK CO) 29 November 2000 (2000-1 1-29) 

01: EP-A-1 056 272(EASTMANKODAKCO)29November2000(2000-11-29) 

r<fI E !l T / BSTRACTS ° F JAPAN V0 '- 2000 ' no - ° 9 ' 13 October 2000 (2000-10- 3) -& JP 
2000 184270 A (RICOH CO LTD), 30 June 2000 (2000-06-30) 

J! A I!I^^?IS ACTS ° F JAPAN V °'- 2003 ' n0 - 05 « 12 Mav 2 °03 (2003-05-12) -& JP 2003 
008986 A (CASIO COMPUT CO LTD), 10 January 2003 (2003-01-10) 

^AnS^^^T' 0 " 1 " AdaptiVe Margin Sup 0° rt Vector Machines" ADVANCES IN 
LARGE MARGIN CLASSIFIERS, 2000. pages 281-296, XP002299707 MIT PRESS 
Retrieved from the Internet: URL:htt P y/stat.cs.tu-bertin.de/~ralfh7pub -article.htmb* 
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2. First Group, Claims 1 to 14 



2.1 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1) PCT, because the subiect-matter 
of claim 1 ,s not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. J 

Document D1 discloses in paragraphs [0027] to [0030]: 

transt^r 7*" ^ eXP ° SUre ° f 3 S ° UrCe ima9e - the method com P^ing steps of: 
correct 

in tem,S mother category to that of 
subject-matter (Article 33(2) PCT). { } dUe t0 laCk 0f of ,ts 

2 3 Si?!? 2 "! 4 d ° n0t C ° ntain any features "»** in combination with the features of any 
o.a,m to wh,ch they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT in respect of noveity <aZ 33® " 

0030] and the use of at least one look-up table to transform intensities acJ^Zxole^mX 
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3. Second Group, Claims 15 to 34 



31 TZ^iT^ 0 " ^ ^ me6t ° riteria 0f Article 33 < 1 > PCT - becaus * the subject-matter 
of claim 15 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 

Document D2 and D3 disclose in their respective abstract : 

A method for processing an image, the method comprising the steps of : 

of iJH EXtraCtin9 f T the image ValUeS 0f at ,east one feature setec ted from a set of features the set 
a a^ 

and a subset of tte image including a plurality of pixels satisfying an activity threshold- 

^ (B) pred.ct.ng a desired exposure correction of the image based on the extracted feature values; 

exJS^^ 



3 2 Dependent claims 18 do not contain any features which, in combination with the features of anv 
claim to wh,ch they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT in respect of novel^cte t^PCn 

Document 3 discloses a method wherein after identifying the active region of interest in the ima™ 
and screening the image for activity, generates an average histogram as a wlighteo Z aoe o the 
histogram of the active region of interest and the histogram of the active im^then^ r ^ues 
of features from the average histogram (Cairn 18) in Hs abstract. Calm 18 b merefore nor^ew 

3.3 The subject-matter of independent claim 25 and its dependent claim 28 corresponds in terms of 
* t T °\ indePendent C ' aim 15 and te de P endent <**• «• The objeXs afeedT 
auowaoie under article 33(1) PCT due to lack of novelty of their subject-matter (Article 33(2) PCT). 

3A Dependent claims 21 to 24 do not contain any features which, in combination with the features of 
any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT in respect of JIXS) 

Therefore, claims 21 to 24 do not involve an inventive step in the sense of Article 33(3) PCT 

iLL h nt S " bject ; m f er of ^pendent claims 31 to 34 conesponds in terms of other category to that of 

mZL It T V ? 24 ' ^ ° bjeCti ° nS rafeed in of these claims, X^e ZoZv 
mutate mutandis, to claims 31 to 34 which are thus not allowable under article 33 M POT Z !° 
inventive step of their subject-matter (Article 33(3) PCT) ( ) * ' aCk ° f 
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4. Third Group, Claims 35 and 36 

Therefore, the subject matter of claim 35 not allowable under article r? m i ppt h, , q t» 
inventive step of its subject-matter (Article 33(3) PC?) ( 1 PCTduet0 ,ackof 

iin JS!^ 01 "SfS 0f L nde P endent Calm 36 corresponds in terms of other cateqory to that of 
its subject-matter (Article 33(3) PCT). ( ' ° due t0 ,ack of inventlve s^p of 
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